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is a True and , el Wenn Obſervation 
of the Lord Bacon, that à little Philoſophy 
ol 7n:clines Men's Minds to Atheiſm, but that 
Depcb in Philoſophy brings them about to 
, Religion again: And it may as juſtly be 
ſaid that a \ ſlender Acquaintance with the Kcripnite fur- 
niſhes Men with Doubts and Objections, which a 
thorough Knowledge of it would ſoon eaſe them from. 
A. greater Inſtance of this can ſcarcely be given than in 
the ſix Diſcourſes not long ſince. publiſhed upon our 
Saviour's Miracles, in which every Intelligent; Reader 
muſt be at a loſs whether he ſhould moſt admire the 
Boldneſs or the Ignorance of the Author; for thro' 
the Whole there appears ſuch an Unacquaintedneſs 
with the \ Jewiſh Hiſtory, Cuſtoms ' and | Forms of 
ſpeaking, as thews that there are Arts which Mr. W. 
is not enough Maſter of ; and ſuch a want of Since- 
rity in his Quotations and Applications of them, as 
ſhews that there i is an An nne he is too moch Ma- 
ter 12 | . 
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In oppoſition to what he has ſo boldly advanced in 
thoſe Diſcourſes, my firſt Part began (where every Ras 
tional Apology for the Truth of the Chriſtian: Reve+ 
lation ſhould begin) with ſhewing by Direct Proof that 
Tals did truly Raiſe himſelf from the Dead, as be had 
| foretold ; that the profeſs d Witneſſes of his Reſurre&i- 
on could not poſſibly be Deceived in this Matter, the 
Evidence which they had for it being ſuch as excluded 
all Miſtake, upon any Suppoſition whatever; and that 
there is a ſtrong Proof of their not intending to Deceive 
us by a Falſe Teſtimony, as any Fact is capable of re- 
ceiving, nay more than any other Fa& in the world ever 
And this ſure Foundation being laid, the Conſe- 
quence, which was then drawn from it, ſeems Clear, 
and Undeniable, viz. that if Feſus wrought, this One 
Miracle, which muſt be allowed to have been the 
greateſt that could be wrought, it is Unreaſonable, it 
is Perverſe, not to allow the Reality of the Other 
Mirac'es which the Evangeliſts aſcribe to him: And 
therefore all Objections raiſed againſt the Literal Story 
of them, (if they could be anſwered no other way) yet 
might receive a Satisfactory Anſwer by ſaying, that 
the Miracle being a True one, it is highly Improbable 
that any of the Circumſtances, with which the Story 
of it is told, were otherwiſe. Things may ſeem 
ſtrange and difficult to Us at ſuch a diſtance of time, 
and this is eaſily accounted for; but there is no ac- 
count to be given, why the Evangeliſts ſhould, in re- 
lating a Real Miracle, add ſuch falſe Circumſtances to 
it. as would help to deſtroy its Credit. So that the 
Queſtion comes to this, whether an Apoſtle or Mr. . 
is to be believed; an Apoſtle who was Eye-witneſs 
to tlie Fact, or Mr. W., who was no Witneſs, and | 
whom in ſeveral Inſtances J have proyed to be a Falſe 
STS ic ̃ ooo 7˙ Ä ʃ—ↄ4ß ey ee, 
With this Evidence then in hand I enter'd (in my 
ſecond Part) upon a particular Examination of the 
two firſt Actions of Feſus, which Mr. JF. had w 
© Ho jected 
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je&ted to, and endeavoured to clear the Literal Story 
of them from all the Difficulties which he had load- 


ed them with: and in the conrſe of this Enquiry T 
now and then ſet before him ſome Inſtances of the 
Difhoneſty of his Quotations from the Fathers and 
others, that he might at leaſt ſee that he was difco- 
ver d, and never expect that his bare Word ſhould 


paſs for Current in any Argument hereaftet. 
My preſent Deſign is to do the fame by two more 
of the Miracles, which he has endeavoured to expoſe; 


but as I am not bound to follow the Order in which 


he has plac'd the Miracles, (a Thing of no weight 
either to his Cauſe or Mine,) I have ſingled out thoſe 


which he profeſſes to have treated the moſt Ludicrouſty, 


and which I thought to want the moſt help towards 
vindicating the Literal account of them. I ſhall there» 
fore withour further Preface enter upon 


III. The Story of (a) Feſus's curſing the Fig-tree, not 


deſpairing to convince even Him that is was neither 


an Abſurd, Fooliſh, and Ridiculous, nor a Malicious aud 


l- natur d Act, as he has been pleas d in his manner- 
ly way to call it. F 
The Reader may not be at leiſure enough to ap- 
rove of a Solemn Anſwer to every Trifle; and there- 
be I ſhall confine my ſelf to ſuch objections made 
by Mr. V. againſt the Literal account of this Mi- 
racle, as are of moſt Weight, and may ſeem to deferye 
ſome Conſideration ; and they are theſe Three. 


How could Jeſus expect to find Fruit upon this 
Fig - tree, when the time of Figs was not yet? 2 3 
What Legal Right had he to the Fruit, if he had 

d any on the Tree? p. 8. and . Ee 

What Right had he to ſmite the Tree with a Curſe, 

when it was none of his Property? p. 8. 8 
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. Whoever reads the Goſpels carefully will be con- 
vinced that the day, on which Feſus wrought this WW; 
Miracle on the Fig-tree, was about the 11th of the 


firſt Jewiſh Month, Niſan, (a) or Tueſday before the 


To 22 


| 
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Paſſover; Mr. V. indeed ſays | that there are no 
[ Grounds from the Text to think ſo; but there are Grounds Iv. 
1 ftom that Text compar'd with others, and the Proof Ia. 


of it is ſo plain that none but ſuch a ſort of Free- ler 
thinker as He could miſs it. Now it is well known ag 


| that the Paſſover was kept by the Fews on the four- 1 
8 r — . 


(a) The Month Niſan was called alſo Abib, i. e. the Month 
of the firſi-ripe fruits: and one time of Harveſt (i. e. the, frit 
was in this Month in Judæa, as appears from Foſh. iii. 25. an 
iv. 19. compar'd together; for on the 1oth day of the firſt 
Month the People paſs'd over Jordan, and it then overflow'd its 
Banks 1 which (as is there ſaid) it us d to do all the time of 
5 r 
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tcenth day of their firſt month, Niſan, that is, abour 
the latter end of our Marc. 

The Point then to be enquired into, is; whether at 
that time, (or three days before) there us d to be any 
Figs in Fuden fo Ripe as to be fit for eating; and 
that there us d to be ſich, may be ſhewh by the fol.. 

0% Feſepbus tells us, that at the end of the winter. 
Herod beſieged Jeruſnlem, and that after a ſiege of 
five Months it was taken in the third Month, „. the _ 
Month Swan, which anfwers'to the laſt half of our Ai 
and the firſt half of ee Count then ſive Months 
back from thence, and you will find that the Win 

ter ended and the Spring began in Fudæa about the 

S WW middle” of our January: Now Solomon in Canticles 
o ch. ii. among other marks of the Winter's being : 
o paſt, and conſequently of the Spring's beginning in 
e ¶ that Country, deſcribes This to be one, that the 
t. Fig tree putteth forth her green Fige, and theVines wth © 
ch the tender Grape give a good Smell, ver. 13. or rather 
 Wthus; The Fig tres bath begin to give a Flavour, or 
n- Wl Sweetneſs, or Ripeneſs to the unripe Ng; and the Vines 


o 


us Wo give a good Smell to the tender Grape: For the (6) 
he 2 | e e original 
he EET He's RE EOS gr PA 


ids with what he ſays Antiq. ud, Lib. 14. c. 16. Edit. Hudſon. _ 
91 (5) Paggiab, which in this Paſſage our Trarſlators have ren- 
OOF Ide red by Green 472 is no where found in the Old Teſtamen 
ce except here: but it is a common Word among he Arche | 
wo Bigrifies Crudum, immaturum, as a Learned Friend of mine in- 
br- forms me, who finds Eben-Ezra too of the ſame ſentiment, when 
he explains it by Fruit before it is ripe or Mellow, and afferts that 
— Jt bas the very ſame ſenſe in the Arabick Tongue. 
oo The Word Kanat, here render d by our T ranſlators puttetb 
97 8 orth, lignifies condivit aromatibus in Gen. I. 2, 3, and 26. the 
3 only places where it is us d: Pagninus in the margin of his Bible 
71 renders it by nc nes fecit; but, as the abovemention'dGentle- 
Ii Iran aſſures me, this Word hath another ſenſe in the Arabian 
if Language, which is very pertinent to this place; tho? not taken 
me J Fnotice of by the Commentators; viz. Rubuit,Maturuits So that 


no (a) Compare what be 10 De Bell. Jud. Lib. 1. cap. 17, 186. 
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Ii e Senſe of the Place will then be; The Fig-tree bath begun to 
r * 


A 


an. The MiRACLEs of 


ver. 25. and that they 


ahh xopa; woOdua@, pgs 435. Edit. Turnebi. 
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original Words are thus to be tranſlated: And if in 
the middle of our Fanuary, the Figs. were ſo forward 
as Then to, have a Flavour, and to have begun to ripen, 
it is unreaſonable to thinkgthat in ſo Warm and Fruit- 
ful a Climate there might hot be Ripe ones about the 
latter end of March, which was the time when our 


| Saviour ſought for them on this Fig- tree. 


Again; we are told in Numb. xiii. that when Moſes 
ſent the Spies to {earch the Land of Canaan, the time 


was the time of the Firſt-ripe Grapes, ver. 20. and that 


they returned from in, the Land after forty days, 
rought with them from 
thence Figs, as well as Cluſters of Grapes full-grown, 


as the Weight of them ſhew'd them to be, ver. 23. 


Now the LXX Verſion ſays that (a) the time was the 
time of Spring; and of the ſame Opinion was Philo in 
his Life of Moſes, for he introduces him as telling 
the Spies, when he ſent them, that (Y) the Seaſon was 
then the Fitteſt for diſcovering the Goodneſs of the 
Conttry, becauſe it was Spring, and as charging them 


not to return till the Summer was come, that they might 


bring of the Fruits of the Land for a Sample. Suppo- 
ſing then that it was towards the middle of the Spring, 
or about the middle of our February, when the Spies 
ſet out, and allowing that they were gone forty days 
(as the Text ſays), it will follow that they return'd a 


63963 6 
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make ber Figs ripe, which were before Unripe, or Sweet, which 
were before Sowr; both expreſſions amounting to the ſame 


thing. To confirm which interpretation the ſame Learned Per- 
ſon obſerves, that R. Sol. Farchz expounds the former part of 


the Verſe thus, The Ng tree was come to the time of her firſt-ripc 


fruits; as Eben Ezra expounds the latter part thus, The Vine 
approach d the time of the Wine Offerings. gong 
(a) A nut, nutpe? tapes, mpidpoyor 54QuMer. LXX. Numb. 
xiii. 20. * 
(5) ann,, iy » parire yopas aſerd Josi Cg 
EviuCeCnngy Eap ici, 0 v eQhrner G νν SN” av on 
iTwEra pixees pes expoTuls, Y diaxopioa: nayrth, uy 


few 
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few days. before the Paſſover ; and if they broughr 
Figs along with them as well as Ripe or full-grown 
Grapes, and if the one Fruit was as forward as the 
other (which the Song of Solomon. betore quoted plain- 
ly ſuppoſes), hen there were Ripe Figs in the Land 
of Fudea at that very time of the Year when Feſus 


4 F 


ſought for them upon this Fig- tree. 


It is own'd that no direct mention is made of the 
Spring in the Hebrew Text; but Phils and thoſe 
Teanflators of the Law, who were Fews, may well 
be ſuppos d to have knqwn that the Expreſſion, the 
time of the Firft-ri Grapes, was Equivalent to that 
of the Spring; and We, who are no Fews, may fairly 
ſuppole, that this ſearch was made in the Spring, that 
the 1/raelites might have the Summer before them for 
their oe of the Land, which they intended to 
have immediately entred into, as appears from ch. 
xiv. 44. Thus much at leaſt the Teſtimonies- of the 
LXX, and of Philo muſt be allow'd to prove, that 
they took it for granted that there were Figs ripe 
there by the time of the Paſſover, or elſe they would 
never haye aſſign'd the Spring for the time of the 
Departure of the Spies, when they knew that at the 
nd of forty days they brought back Ripe Figs along 
with them. he a 


To what has been ſaid may be added, that Foſephus 
(a) deſcribing the Fruitfulneſs of the Country of Gen- 
neſareth, which was a Part of A ſays, that it 
afforded Figs and Grapes ten Months in the Tear without 
Intermiſfion ; and tho ſome allowance Is to be made 
for the Extraordinary Fertility of that Territory, yet 
the other Branches of the Country muſt be ſuppos d 
to have afforded theſe Fruits a great part of the, Year, 
eſpecially 'That where this Fig: tree grew, it being be- 


tween, Feruſalem and Bethany, i. e. in the Lot of the 
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is 8 
Tribe of Benjamin, which (as the ſame Foſepbus tells 


us) (a) was ſecond to no part of Canaan in Fruitfulneſs. 


Upon ſuch Authorities as theſe, drawn from the 


Jewiſh Writers themſelves, we know what to make 


— 


of the Firft-ripe Figs ſo often mention d by the Pro- 


phets of the Old Teſtament. For God ſays in Hoſea 
Ix. 10. I ſaw your Fathers as the firft-ripe in the Fig-tree 
at ber time; and theſe Early Figs ſeem to have been 


much eſteemed _— the Fews, for Ferem. xxiv. 2. 


ſpeaks of a Basket, that bad very Good Figs, even like 
the Pigs that are firft "i : And (to mention no other 
Paſſages) the Greedineſs, with which the Fews us d 
to gather this Pleaſant Fruit, is thus deſcrib'd by 
Jaiab xxviii. 4 As the haſty Fruit i, e. () the firſt-ripe 
Figs) before the Summer, which when he that looketh upon 
it, ſeeth it, while. it is yet in his hand, he eateth it up, i. e. 
(as the (c) LXX explain it) he that ſeeth it, is ready 
to devour it before he gathers it, ſo. very fond are 
men of this ſort of Figs. And that we may not miſ- 
take the Seaſon when theſe ſo-much-coveted Figs 
were pluck'd for eating, Jaiab here tells us that it was 


before the Summer, which (as appears by what I have 


quoted from Philo, p. 8.) began in Fudæa about the 
time of the Paſſover; and therefore the proper time 
of a Traveller's looking for theſe firſt-ripe Figs, was 
the time when our Saviour came up for that purpoſe 
Z A 
The Cale ſeems to have been This; either there 
were two different ſorts of Fig- trees in Fudza, the 


one forwarder than tht other; or (what 1 rather 
think) the ſame Fig- trees yielded Fruit there twice 
in each Year, once about the time of the Paſlover, 


FL TIS 


and the ſecond time much later. 


That there was a particular ſort of Fig· trees au 


Judæa, Pliny ſeems to ſay when he ſpeaks of one that 
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(6) LXX. bes 1 PLIES Eo up. 
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Lib. 16. 26. 


. Ixsus Viadicated. 3 
ria (under which name he often compre- 
a) and gives this account of it, that (a) 


pe 
nds 


it had Leaves always on it, and that when the Fruit of 


the preceeding year was ' my about the Dog-days, the 
new Fruit began immediately, and was growing all the 
winter long. Doe 1 * 
But ber this Fig · tree was of that ſort or not; 
E Pliny fays of Fig- trees in general, that they (6) 
ar an early ripe fruit, i. e. the moſt Hearty and Vi- 


gorous of them produce young Figs in the end of 
Autumn (as they do often among Us) which hang on 


the Trees all the Winter, and then ripen early in the 
Spring; aliena præcoces anno, as Pliniy elegantly expreſſes 


it: Theſe were called Prodromi at Atbens, the name which 


the LX X often give to the Firſt-rips Figs; and of this 
ſort it is that he ſays, (c) the Leaves f the Fig-trees 
come later than the Rat, ” | 

From al! which I conclude, that there might haye 
been Figs in Fudea ſo Ripe as to be fit for Eating at 
the time when Feſ#s went up to this py rk and 
that theſe early Figs were of ſo good a 


to eat them; and that Feſtus ſeeing this Fig-tree to 
have Leaves, (which, as Pliny ſays, were later than 
the Fruit) had good reaſon to go up to it, expect- 
ing to find Fruit thereon. - 1 
What remains then to be prov'd is this, viZ. that 
the words of St. Mark, 5 Is nde cue, may be 
ſo interpreted as to be conſiſtent with what has been 
already prov'd, _ 

(a) Similis bis filiqua, uam (Al. Similis C quam) Tones 
Cerauniam vocant; trunco © ipſa fertilis, ſed pomo Silique : 0b 
id guidam Fg yptiam Ficum dixere errore manifeſto \ non enim 


3n Agypto 1 ſed in Syria — ſemper comentibus folii —— 
pomo antecedentis anni circa Canis ortus detracto ſtatim alterum 
5 per Ardturum hyeme fetus enutriente. Nat. Hiſt. I. 13. 


Co Vo 

i) _ & Pracoces habet, quos Athenis Prodromos vocant. 
1D. IO. 20, 
(e) Excepts Fico, oui ſerius Folium naſcitur quam Pomunt. 


B 2 | And 


ind, that 
Travellers among the Fews were commonly inolin d 


- 
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1 me Mix Ac xs ef 
And Mr. 1, himſe has ird e. wich (Jie 
Interpretation of the words which will ſerve. the pur- 
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poſe ; tor he has fallen in with ſome of the Modern 


- Commentators, and has recommended the . reading of 


St. Mark's words by way of Interrogation, for... Was 
it not the time of Figs ? Admitting this ſtall change, 


and putting a part ol the Sentence into a Parenthelis, 


the whole Verſe will run thus; And ſeeing 4 Eg. tree 


afar ff having Leaves, be came if haply he might find 
any thing thereon ( aud when he came to it, by joung #20- 


thing but Leaves). for was it not the time of Figs ? By 
the help, of the Parent heſis che laſt words are. a good 
reaſon fer what went immediately before the Parentheſis, 


i. e. for Feſus's expecting to find Fruit upon the Tree : 


And this way of writing wight be ſhewn, to be very 


common in all Authors eſpecially the Sacred ones. 
Upon this Interpretation of the words Mr. 


ſays all The Difficulty vatiſhes:; but this he ſays, after 


he had made the moſt oi this Difficulty, and expos'd 
St. Mark's account with all the Raillery and III-will 
thar he couid ſhew, for (Y) a page or two together, 
Where then is the Candour, where the Honeſty of 
ſuch a Bchaviour 2 What? ridicule the Evangeliſt as 
guilty of an Abſurdity, and yet have a Solution of 
ther Abſurdit ready at hand? A plain Mark that it 
is not Truth which this Author aims at! but this is 
only ne Mark out of a thouſand — © 
And yer I can help Mr. V. to ſome other Solutions 
of this Difficulty, hes chere is no Change of the 
Point, and which I prefer to His, as more Natural, 
and anſwering the purpoſe with the ſame effect: Sup- 
poſe then that by the werds. for the time of Figs was 
got yer, may be meant, that the time of gathering Figs . 
was not yet come; and thus, keeping the Parenthe- 
ſis as beiore plac'd in the middle of the Sentence, 
w< may underſtand the words as a reaſon given why 


N 1 Y —— — : _ 1 — 0 — . — | — — | 
(a) P. 28. A (5 P. 72 8. | Se 


Jeſas 


1 * Js sus Ania. 543 
Feſus vumetif baply be migbe nd any thing on the g- 
e The Fig - harveſt (ii I may. ſo Ane eie 
_ - time) was not yet arrived: On the. ſecond: day of Un- 
leaven'd Bread, which was about fiveοrHN D- 
ter This, the Firſts Ftuits of all, that Was then ipe, 
were ſolemnly offer d in the Temple, and till Then 
s, the Owners of the Fig- trees were not allowido to ga- 
ee der in their Fruit; ſo that till Then they were ohlig d 
co let their Figs (tho Ripe) hang on the Trees, and 
conſequently five or fix days before the Paſſover (i. e. 
By ken Jeſus went up to this Free) am Traveller might 
o expect t fd Fruit upon the |Early'Fyg-rrees which he 
A met with in his Journey. „ 5 | E 4 | 
e: _Thatby-the Tus of Figs, may bei here meant the 
ry time of gathering them; is no nos / Opinion of mine; 
It has been maintain d by Dr. Lucas,” and by the Ex- 
77 bellent Biſhop Floyd; and I find; Dr. #/ditby. mention- 
ter ing it as the Ingenious Expoſition of a Reverend and 
80 Learned Biſhop, whom he does not name; and the 


vin he does not agree with him, yet he declares that he 
"nah ſhould acquieſce in this Interpretation, if he could 
of | find it provid that any Figs were fit to be gather d 
| at the Paſſover. This (I think) I have-prov'd with 


of | fuch a degree of Evidence as Dr. Ibu would have 
545 admitted, And for the time of Figs lignityingthe time of 
js £4#hering them, there is good Authority from the Wri- 

* Þ tings of the ſacred Penmen. This ſeems to be the Senſe 
ons | Of the word a, time or ſeaſon, in Pſal. i. 4. (accovs 
the | ding to the LXX.) (a) which ſhall give its Fruit in its 
ral. Seaſon, i. e. at the time of gathering it: And this (I 
«| think) certainly is the Senſe of the word in St. Mark 


— - xii 2. but particularly in St. Matt. xxi. 34. who ſays 


2 that when the Lord of the Vineyard in the Parable ſent 
3 bis Servants to the Husbandmen, that they "might receinye 
_ the Fruits of it, it was when the time of the Fruit drew: 
wh near, re dan 3 nayds vdr nagrar,';, e. when the time 
of gathering them was at hand; for, ir being moſt natural 


EY WT O re xpToy duty Neu in nat c. — 
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tt ſuppoſe that the Servants were not ſent more eatly 
tlian there was need, the time of ripe Grapes was pro- 
bably then actually come; and only the time of gather- 
But if this Solution ſhould not pleaſe ſome Readers; 
i it ſhould not be allowed me to give this Senſe to the 
time of Figs, yet from what has been ſhewn on the for- 
men head, there may be drawn an Interpretation free 
trom all Objection. For if there were two times or 
Seaſons of ripe Figs in Fudea, the one much later than 
the other; and if the later Seaſon was much more plen- 
tifal and common than the former (as is natural to 
ſuppoſe) then the later Seaſan was properly the time f 
_ Bigs, and of this it was truly ſaid by the Evangeliſt, 
that then (at the Paſſoyer) it was not yet come. Jeſus 
ſeeing a Fig- tree at a diſtance that had Leaves on it, 
and the Leaves coming later than the early Figs, he did 
not know bur this Fig- tree might be one of thoſe - 
which bore early Ripe Figs, and might therefore have 
Fruit on it at that time; On this account he came 
ata dugices if haply. he might find any thing thereon ; 
looking on the Circumſtance of its having Leaves as a 
Likely Mark of its having Fruit, but not as a Sure 
one, becauſe the Trees which bore only the later Figs 
might have Leayes on them; and therefore he-came up 
to the Fig-tree doubtful whether he ſhould find any, for 
the ordinary time of Figs was not yet come; then a Man 
might have expected to find Figs on every Tree, but 
now they were to be found only on Some, which were 
more ſtrong and Vigorous than Ordinary; of this ſort 
the Leaves ſeem'd to promiſe this Tree to be, and we 
may ſuppoſe that of this ſort it was; ſo that in this 
wa Interpreting St. Mark, the words for the time 
of Figs was not yet, are. meant of the Common and Or- 
dinary Seaſon, and are aſſign d as a reaſon why Jeſus 


S. a Og NOOR FORD 


went up to the Fig-tree, if haply he might find, havi 
San ome Hope, ber not ruling thas be hould find | © 
* W TO. 


5 | | But 


he TIS on the 


4 Aten Is 
Bir let Me. L, chooſe which Solution he will, (his 
Own, if FN and he muſt acknowledge that 
there is a ſufficient anſwer given to the ſuppos d Un- 
E of Jeſus 's le, to find Tut our of 


Having dwelt 7 on this head, been it 
cal Tok gu — 1 of his Diſcourſe, 1 
. now procred briefly to the nd Obje&ion. 


$. What Legal Legal Right 7 Foſus had. to the Fruit, F 


To which I xg that k had 4 Right, and a Le- 
al one too, tho he was nei ther Landlord nor Tenant, 


(as Mr. V. expreſſes it) nor had any Houſe or Land of 


bis own by Law. And what I fay, will be prov'd thus 
There is a Law given by God to the Fews in Dew. 


"og ME 25. to this purpoſe, When, thou Ty Fe 


eighbour's Vineyard, then thou mayeſt e 
8 2 IU, at thine oum pleaſure; but thou ſbali 7 
any in thy Veſſel: And when tbou comeſt into the Bard. 


ing Corn of thy Neighbour's, then thou mayeſt Pluck the 


Ears with thine hand, but thou ſbalt not move a Sickle 


unto thy Neighbour's Banding Corn. 


Biſhop Patrick in his Commentary on this ola ſays, 
that the Fewiſh Doctors extended this Law, (and in- 
deed the Reaſon of the Law extended it) not only to 
— . 4 _ Ora, the two mention'd Particulars ; but 

s, 5 nc? and all common eatable Fruits: : 
Aud ce a) 7 bus confirms this by applying the Law to 
ripe Fruits 75 his kind in general, and adding that the 
benefit of this Indulgence. 3 not only. to oe hs 
to all Travellers (whether Natives or not) on the bigh way 
in Judza; who had « Right by vertue of this Law, to 


eat of any ripe Fruits that they met with, as freely as 


if they were their own Property. This then being a Part 
of eee Lay of the. Country, and no mga. 


1 8 * 


* ern E 
H (a) Antiq. Jud. L. 4. e. 8. "I iden upon a 
Salad a: 18, ac ne ret batTphaey 


ee 125 i ee ro xu. 115 re. 


having 


3 


as ___ WaMixacith of 

pling kene 4 dpe y in his Fruit- ties, as to exclude 
lengers from this Benefit, Feſas would 

rigs he one 58 Ijuty e ir Owner of this Fig - tree, if 

e Rad found Figs upon ft, und gathered them; be- 

e he would 73 — done what he had a Right 

| . 70 al his Countrymen lawfully:idid on 
(ce; 25 iat then muſt! we ſay of this 

Author, 22 mates that Neue wc * been a 
| Rob-Orchard® Fo had bad an Opportunity ? Vile in- 

ſinpation! 15 nd. po lels Weak than Vile, ſince it is 
n 185 2 this Jewiſh Law which 

Was ora eee Em ; 
V's 85 the 1 i 2211 x WE S 

and Taft ObjeRoin, which is this, hat Right 
Nite this Tree Withia One, _ it Was 


* k | 
. N bor brevity's Tae I ſhall content my 
gm gr giving One at preſent ; 
According 8 the Chriſtian Scheme, which ſaps 
poſes Jeſus to be (what Thave'prov'd him in my firſt 
Part to be). a Prophet ſent from God and 4 ig by 
the Spirit of G68, there is no Difficulty in jultitying 
this his behlifhour®' For oo, muſt be bt Shona: to have 
ior Right qver all gs, a in 
e hi igher. Nature than any that a Op 
| of them has. Not only 417 the Beaſts of tbe Foreſ u 
is (as God himſelf dettares by che Plalnift. l. to) but 
ſo are the wy upon a thouſand Hills; and it is in vere 
The of this, Right that God is often found thicthe- Cd 
G ame} ut fear the? co by His Prophecy has he 
Wor Id Bay their Land waſte, ani deſtroy all che. Tters 
Fi 124 F rults for: the Püßffinkretnt of their Sins s 


nd thus we find i in out 2 that the * 
— ( 2 filled # up the meafure of their i nquiries, and were 


the Fig-tree .with 
Curly: devorade with Their Cauntry 40 Ruin,“ and 


3 


1 


le) Matth. All 32. 


* 
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Dedra, 


0 


tence was put into the hands of 
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Þefirudi jon : The things which belong'd 0 their peace, 

were even then hid from their Eyes, as he tells them, 

Luke xix. 42, and he goes on in the following verſ 

ro pronounce the Sentence already determin d again 
eruſalem. 

And we find farther that the Execution of this Sen- 
Feſus under the title 
(a) or the ſon of man. Where then was the Injuſtice, 
if that Judgment, which he was authoriz d to execute 
upon the whyle Land and all the Produce thereof, h 
executed (for a wiſe and good-narur'd Reaſon, as | 
| ſhall ſhew by and by) upon one Tree in his Life-time ? 
W here all things are juſtly conſign'd over to Ruin, no 
Injury is done if ſome part has irs Puniſhment haſten'd 
and brought upon it before the time is come for the 
reſt : as when ſeveral Men are ſentenc d to Death for 
the ſame Crime, it is no Injuſtice to call immediately 
for the Forfeit of one Life among them, and leaye the 
others for ſome more Convenient ſeaſon. It is juſt the 
ſame with a Nation conſider'd as conſiſting of Parts; 
the Ruin of ſome Cities, Houſes, or Trees may juſtly 
take place of the reſt, where all are given over to De- 
ſtruction: And therefore Feſus, if he had a Right to 
execute a Curſe on the whole Land of FudFn, miſt be 
allowed a Right to execute a Curſe upon ſo ſmall 3 
Part of it, as this Fig- tree was. 


And leſs Objection till is to be made againſt it, if 


he deſign'd the Puniſhment of this Tree for an Em- 


blem ro the Jews of what their Caſe then was, and 
what their Puniſhment wou'd ſhortly be: for it Was 
not Paſſion and Diſappointment in not finding Figs on 
it, when he was ungry, that ſet him to work rac 
Miracle; that is Mr. s ill-natur'd ſuggeſtion, 

which he has no Authority unleſs his own rad Fa 
of what Lengths of Miſchief Paſſion and Di/appoint- 
ment uſes ro carry Him: But this Action of Jeſus had 
a « higher and a more worthy Ge a View in it; ; tar 4 
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18 The Mitacres of 
St. Matth. xxl. 19. relates this proceed ing of Jeſus to- 
wards the Fig- tree as well as Sr. Mark, and joins to 
the account of it two Parables, which he ſpake about 
the ſame time to the 7e, and which he concludes with 
this remarkable application, Therefore I ſay unto. yon, 
the Kingdom of God ſhall be taken away from you, and 
given to a Nation bringing forth the Fruits thereof, ver. 

43. Which is a Key to open our Saviour's 3 

his blaſting the Fig- tree as well as in his two Parables, 
for from thence this Moral may be gather d, that the 
Fig tree is the Jewiſh Nation, that the Kingdom of God 
or the Goſpel was preached to them, but they were 
Barren; they would not repent, and (as ohn the 
Baptiſt ſpeaks) bring forth fruits meet for Repentance. 
They were therefore taught by this Miracle perform'd 
on the Barren Fig- tree, that the Goſpel wou'd be re- 
mov d from them, and that (for their reſe&ing it) 
they wou'd be left to their own Unfruitful works of 
Darkneſs, and would be conſign'd over to Deſtruction, 
to wither away as a Nation, 'and be dryed up from the 
roots. And the Seaweiits, "Dot no man eat fruit of thee 
bereafter for ever, has been hitherto veriiy'd, that 
unhappy Nation having continued in the fame barren 
Rare, and lying to this day under the Moral of the 
Curſe pronounced upon that Fig- tre. e 

It was very uſual among the Eaſterns to expreſs 
Things by Actions; variety of Inſtances to this pur- 
poſe might be given out of the Old and New Tefta- 
ment; and therefore when the Warning, given by this 
Action to the whole Nation of the Fews, was ſo Cha- 
ritable and Benevolent an one, it is meer Per verſeneſs 
to cavil at tis Miracle, becauſe it was a Deſtructive 
one to the Tree; It was ſo, but it meant to prevent 
the Deſtruction of a Nation; and that, you will al- 
low, was the Reverſe of a Malicious and IM natur d 
Act: But, ſtrip it of this Moral, and ſuppoſe the Fig- 
tree to have only undergone the Puniſhment to which 
the whole Land was doom'd; was it Therefore no 
Miracle? may not God work a Miracle to Chaſtiſe 
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as well a as to o Blk? ? Who or What preſcribes him a 
Law to the Contrary ? Ananias was ſtruck Dead, and 
Ehmas the Sorcerer was ſmitten with Blindneſs; and 
were there Therefore no Miracles in theſe two Caſes, 
becauſe there was Deſtruction? This way of arguing, 
would be to rob God of his power of inflicting Extra- 
ordinary Puniſhments on Sinners. Why then does 
Mr. N. aſſert that this Action of Jeſus is (a) not to be 
accounted for, becauſe it was to the Deſtruction of another 
man's harmleſs and inoffen ive Tree? And why are the 
Excellent Arch- bithop ake, and the Ingenious Mr. 
Chandler ſummonꝭd fo rudely before him, to reconcile 
. with this and ſome other Miracles the general Notion 
of a Miracle, which the One taught, and the Other 
(as he ſays) approyed? For to execute a juſtly deſerved 
Puniſhment upon ſome Perſons or Things, eſpecially 
if with a View to promote ſome great and general 
good, is an Action con ſſtent with the Perfettions of God 
to intereſt him 4 in, ſuch as anſwers to the Character of 
God as a Good and Gracious Being, and ſhews his Love to 
Mankind and bis Inclination to 0 them good, which with 
Mr. Chaudler are ſome of the Rules of Judging, by 
whom Miracles are perform'd. The and moſt 
Gracious of Earthly Monarchs do ſometimes Puniſh 
particular Perſons when Criminal, in Love, and Good- 
neſs to their Subje&s; and a contrary behaviour would 
have more of Cruelty than Benevolence in it. And 
this I have ſhew'd to be the Caſe in the Driving the 
Buyers and Sellers out of the Temple, in the permitting 
the Dewils to enter into the Herd of Swine to their Deſtruc- 
tion, and in this Miracle (now before us) of blaſting the 
Ag tree: All which I have prov'd to have been ks 
by way of Puniſhment deſervedly inflicted, and in 
ſuch Caſes Puniſhment is no Injury. This thankes ... 
is a full Defence of the Arch-biſhop's and Mr. Chand- 
ler*s Notions of a true Miracle, and it comes long bes © Mb 
for latter Lammas, contrary to Mr. Vs Infinuation, * 


* 
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I think that there is nothing material on this head, 
which that Author has ſtarted, and which I have left 
unapſwer d; unlels jt be his Peculiar reaſoning in p. » 7, 
againſt the Letter of this Miracle, from what Faſus 
fays to his Diſciples on this occaſion, in Mat. xxl. 21. 
that if they had Faith, they ſhould not only do what was 
done to the g- tree; but if they ſhould ſay to this Moun- 
tain, Be thou remov'd and caſt into the Sea, it ſhall be 
done: Becauſe this was never Literally done by the Diſ- 
 ciples, that we read of, therefore he concludes that Je- 
ſus did not Literally curſe the Fig-tree. But might 
not the Dilciples have a Power given them to do this 
among other Miracles, without ever having occaſion 
to ſhew their Power in this Inſtance > Thiere might 
be neither a Failure in 194 Promiſe, nor a Want of + 
Faith in them for the doing this Miracle, and yer it 
might never have been perform d, becauſe no proper 
Opportunity might have called for this Demonſtra- 
tion of their Power: And with this anſwer I leave him 
to be convinc'd, if he be rapable of Conviction. 

In his Criticiſms upon the Greek Text, particular- 
ly upon St. Matthew's words, which he renders thus, 
p. 29. (a) Not as yet, or not until now, againſt the Age 
bas fruit grown on thee, he has follow'd no Commen- 
tator, and, I can promiſe him, will never be followed 
by any: The Tranſlation is his Own, and tho” he is 
ſafe now, yet when a School-boy he would have ſuf- 
fer d for ſuch Stuff as he now dictates with the Air of 
reren nen 
But Ignorance may be excus'd in one who has fo 
much greater Faults to anſwer for: Before I cloſe the 


. N 4 


Subject of this Miracle, I ſhall give the Reader a Sam- 
ple or two of his barefac'd Dithoneſty in Quotations 
. ĩ +. - | "i. 
St. Auſtin (according to him, p. 4.) very plainly ſ⸗ 
that this Fa in Jeſus, upon ſuppoſition that it was Gow, | 
was a fooliſh one: That Father's Words, as Mr. 2 


2 
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himſelf has quoted them at the bottom of his page, 
are theſe, Hoc Fadum, niſi Figuratum, ftultum inveni- 
tur, i. e. This which Jeſus did, was a Fooliſh Action, un- 
Jeſs it bad ſome Figurative meaning. Is this ſaying that 
it was Fooliſh, upon ſuppoſition that it was done? Does 
not St. Auſtin expreſly allow it to have been done, when 
| he ſays hoc fa#um ? And does not he directly charge 
the Folly upon ſomething Elſe, upon a ſuppoſition thar 
ft had no other meaning than a Literal one? A Pen 
. and a Spirit like that of St. Auſtin might put this For- 
t gery in ſuch a Light as Mr. V would not care for. 
8 Again p. 16. he brings in Origen ſaying that there 
a care ſome things ſpoken of in the Evangelifts as Facts, 
t | which were never trauſafed. But (a) Origen ſpeaks 
f - I of the Hiſtorical parts of the Scripture in general, and 
ic | thews what he means, by the Inſtances which he gives 
-x out of the Old and New'Teſtament, ſuch as God's wal- 
i- | king in the Garden in the cool of the Day; his being ſpo- 
m ken of as having Hands, and Mouth, and Ears; and 
' * Þ with regard to the Goſpel Precepts he Inſtances in the 
r- plucking out a right Eye, and cutting off a right band, as 
1s, things that might poſibly be done, but never were: And 
ge then he ſubjoins a requeſt to his Readers nt to think 
n- hat it was his Opinion, that, becauſe ſome things were 
ed not done according to the Letter of the Hiſtory; therefore 
is be would deſtroy the Credit of the Scripture Hiftory. 
af- If Mr. V. then read the one Paſſage he ſhould have 
of read the other, and not have brought in Origen as gi- 
Ning a Teſtimony which he expreſly diſclaims. 
fo In p. 9. he quotes St. Fobn of Feruſakem as ſaying, 
the Arbor non eft juſte ficcata, the Fig tree was not Fufthy 
dried up. But theſe words are only a piece of the 
Sentence which runs thus, Dicat aliquis, Si tempus 
on erat Ficorum, non peccavit Ficus, que fructum non 
babebat : fi autem non peccavit, non eſt juſte ficcata, i.e. 


—— — — — 


eſta, vel quæ omnino non geri poſſunt; interdum que poſſi 


(a) Hiſtoria Scripture interdum inſerit quedam yel minug | 
eri, nec tamen geſta ſunt. De Principiis, Le 4. : 


- 
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ment, W ill find nothing, by 
IV. The fourth Miracle which I ſhall endeavour to 


as: ' Thy MinacLEs of . 
It may be objedsd that if it was not the time f Figs, 
then the tree was not in fault for having none ; and 7 
was nat in fault, then it was not juſtly dried up. Where - 
„Quotes as that Fa- 
s Sentiment, is only an Objection which he puts 
into the Mouth of ſome Adyerſary to Chriſtianity, 


the Reader ſees that what M. 
ther's Sentiment, is only an 


' 


ſome M. of that Age: To which Objection he imme-. 


diately ſubjoins an Anſwer (ſuch as it is), which he 
thought a ſufficient one, but which Mr. V. has Un- 
1 taken no notice of. | e e e. 


* 


heſe three Inſtances may ſuffice to ſhew what G& — 


Honeſty, and who in defiance (as it were) of Truth 
advances Falſehoods in the very Face of Dete Lon; 
and upon the whole it appears, that his Diſcourſe a- 
gainſt this Miracle of the Fig-tree is as Barren as the 


Fig-tree it ſelf was, and Pies, one to it with Judg- 
ut Leaves thereon. 


dit ſhould be given to an Author who wants 7 Tra 


ſet free from the Qbje&ions which Mr. V. has rais d 


againſt it, is that of (a) Jeſuss turning Mater into 
Wine at the Marriage Feaſt in Cana of Galiles. John ii. 


I, Sc. The Literal Story of which he has attack'd un- 


der the Character of a Jewiſh Rabhi, with al the 
| Spire ro Chriſtianity that the Ancient Jewith Rabbins 


ſhew'd to its Founder, and with ſuch Ill Manners. as 
no Modern Jews among Us (I am perſuaded) would 
offer to a Church and State ſo, Indulgent to them as 
Qurs is. But whether the Invective come from Few, 
or Gentile, from the ſuppos d Rabbi or Mr. M. himſelf, 
it is as much Wanting in Proof, as it is Abounding 
N e eee, 
An OQutcry he has rais' d, and there ſeems at firſt 
Sight to be ſome Difficulty in the Story, as he has 
manage d it; and therefore I will examine to the Bot- 
tom all that He has advanc'd in his Own or the 


P 


Rabbi's,.name. And in doing it 1 ſhall take the ſame 


| Courſe as I have hitherto dove, tho! I now, find . 


(a) Mr. #'s Diicourle 4. p. 23. IF 
i; Difficulty 


Fit 
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Difficulty than formerly; for his Objections aga 

this Miracle lye in ſuch Confufion; that this part 2 15 
Diſcourſe more peculiarly requires ſome Skill and Pains 
to bring it into any Order. 

However he Chief Objections are 3 (or Ut 
leaſt ill be anſwer'd) er theſe three Heads. 
= | _ mn Teſus to vouchſate his Preſence at a Wed- | 
ding? p. | 

Wh ata he ſupply the Gueſts with ſo large a Quan- 
tity JE Wine, when it is faid they had e ank 


andy p. 24, 31. 


h low came he to give ſuch an anſwer, to his Mother, 
- as Voman what have I to do wit h you? p. 32, 

N 1. F. To the firſt Queſtion, How came Feſus to 
ie. vc hſafe bis Preſence at a Hedding? I may anſwer 
g- with another Queſtion, Why ſhould he not have gone 


thither, when he was invited? Tradition ſays that the 
1 perſons, whoſe Wedding was then celebrating, were 
to | Alpbeus or Cleopas, and her who in the Sacred Scrip- 
24 Jure is called Mary the Siſter of Feſus s Mother : but, 
to without depending upon Tradition, it ſeems not un- 
ii. likely from ſome + Circumſtances of the ſtory that 
un- they were either Relations to the Virgin Mary, or her 
the Intimate Acquaintance; for we find Her Intereſting 
ins ber {dF that the Gueſts might be ſupply'd when the 
as Wine was wanting, and taking upon her to give the 
ld Servants Diręctions to do whatever her Son ſhould 
as bid them do, ver. 9. Now if Feſus and his Diſciples 
2 were invited to come, and if the New-married Cou- 
(elf, ple were of his Kindred and Acquaintance, what rea- 
ling ſon can be aſſign d, why he ought to have declin'd 
Ihe Invitation? Is it Certain that ſuch Indecencies, 
r ſas Wiſe and Good men ſhould not be Witneſſes to, 
are practiſed at all Weddings? or might not the Com- 
pany have been reſtrained by the — of 7 
from any thing of Levity and Unbecoming 
does [this Author know how ſoon Feſur 1225 after 
the Meal was over ? or why may not he ſuſpect that 
[Jeſus introuucd ſuch a — Diſcourſe, 9 


24 The Mis ACLEs of 
he was there, as was Suitable to the folemn ogCcafion : 
If he had read what the beſt Authors ſay of the Jewiſh 
Weddings, .he would have found that ſuch Liberties | 
were not taken in Them as we ſee too often practis d 
among us. But it ſeems that (according to Mr. V.) 
ſuch Exceſſes in drinking were there indulged, as it 
was not fit for Jeſus to ſee and countenance : This is 
the Material part, and therefore I proceed o 
2. $. The ſecond Objection which this Author has 
made, viz. How came Jeſus to [upply the Gueſts with ſo 
large aquantity of Wine, when it is ſaid, that they bad 
well drunk already? And to clear up this matter the 
better, I ſhall prove theſe two things, That there is no 
foundation in the Text to conclude that there was any 
Exceſs of that ſort committed there; and that the Quan- 
tity of Wine, which Feſus miraculouſly provided, 
was not ſuch as myſt needs have made him acceſſory 
to any Exceſs among the Gueſts. „ 
For proving the firſt of theſe, let us conſider the 
force ofthe words which are made the ground of the 
Objection, Every man at the beginning doth ſot forth 
ood Wine, and when men have well drunk, then that 
which isWorſe: but thou haſt kept the good Wine until noqp, 
ver. 10 But we are to remember who it is that ſays chis; 
it is theGovernour of the Feaft,ſpeaking to the Bridegyoom : 
and the Drift of his Speech is only to ſhew, that one 
thing uſually obſerv'd in ſuch Feaſts was not obſery'd 
in This; for in Them the Beſt Wine was us'd to bg 
brought out firſt, whereas Here was produc'd not at 
the firſt: the Circumſtance of men's: having well drunk 
in other Feaſts when the Worſe Wine was ſerw'd up, 
does not neceſlarily require any Parallel in this Feaſt; 
it may have been only thrown in by the by, as it is 2 
known and allow'd thing for Poets in working up a ſi- 
militude, to throw in little Circumſtances whieh have 
no reſemblance to the Fact which the ſimilitude is illu 
ſtrating. What the Governeur of the Feaſt ſaid on this 
occaſion was as True and as Pertinent, if the Company 
preſent had not wel drunk, becauſe his Intention Was * 
| | h an, 
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ly to ſhew that there was a wide Difterence in one In- 
ſtance between what was done at This, and what was 
commonly done at Other Entertaiments: Is it not a 
iece of Violence then to force every part of the 
ch into a Parallell, and to conclude from ſuch a 
Chance Expreſſion as this that the Gueſts at the Wed- 
ding Dinner had already drank to Exceſs? 
But allowing (what is ſo unreaſunably contended for) 
that the Phraſe, when men have well drunk, ĩrar abus dot, 
is a Deſcription of the Condition which the Gueſts were 
Then in; yet this ObjeRor will ger little by it, becauſe 
it does not neceſſarily carry any Ill Senſe along with it. 
The word is often us'd for drinking more than men uſu- 
ally do, but without any Intemperance. And can any 
Serious Writer think that St. ohn meant it otherwile 
here ? Is it to be imagin'd that the Apoſtle intended to 
expoſe his Maſter's Behaviour on this occaſion ? or that 
he would have us'd the word, if he had not known that 
it bore an Innocent Senſe as well as Vicious one? 
lade in its primitive ſignification is only drinking after 
the Sacrifice, and nothing in the Derivation of the word 


determines this to be done to any Exceſs, or beyond the 


roper bounds of Joy on a Feſtival: And it beſides the 
tymology of the Word,. an Inſtance be requir'd, in 
which it is thus us'd for drinking not Intemperately, we 
find one in the LXX verſion of Geneſis xliii. 34. where 
it is ſaid that Foſeph's brethren iu«0VeInay h e'veT ; 
and yet the Circumſtances of that Feaſt, which Joſeph 
made ſor his Brethren, plainly ſhew, that no Exceſs or 
Approach to it is intended by the Expreflion ; for they 


knew him not then to be any other than the Governour of 


eaſt i Eg 578, nay it is ſaid that they were afraid of bim, ver. 18, 


and their whole Behaviour before and at the Feaſt muſt 
convince us that they were too much on their Guard, 


and too ſollicitous about their own, Safety, to give way 


to any Intemperance in his Preſence. And the ſame 
ſenſe of the like word is to be ſeen in what God (accprd- 
ing to the LXX verſion) ſays to the Fews, Hag. i. 6. 


| where complaining that W neglectied to build his 


Temple, 
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Temple, he tells them that on this account he had not 
bleſſed the Fruits of their Land with the Ordinary In- 
creaſe, Ie bave ſown much and bring in little; ye eat but 
ye have not enough ye drink, but ye are not filled with 
drink : the Greek is bis 7s h x tis H.. Are we to think 
that the LXX Interpreters intended to make God uſe 
the word here in the ſenſe that Mr. V gives it in 
St. John for could that be a Puniſhmcnr worthy of God 
to infli& ? or could it be a Bleſſing, fit to encourage 
them to expect, that they ſhould drink eis e to ER 
ceſs, as this Author would underſtand it? 
Every candid man then muſt acknowledge that it is 
a meer Cavil, firſt to ſuppoſe the words to be ſpoken 
of the Gueſts at this Feaſt, when there is no Appear- 
ance that it was a Deſcription of Them; and then to 
give the words a Vicious ſenſe, which they do not ne- 
ceflarily bear and which there is all the Reaſon ima- 
ginable to believe that they were not in this Place in- 
tended to bear. This Way of Interpreting may ſhew 
men's Good- will to Infidelity, but it ſhews a very Ill 
Will to every thing elſe. 5 of 1 
The next thing which I was to prove was this; that 
the Quantity of Wine which Feſus produc'd on this 
Occaſion was not ſuch as muſt needs have made him 
acceſſory to any Exceſs among the Gueſts. | 
A Rabbi, or a W. might have known that the Jewiſh 
(a) Marriages were celebrated with Feaſtings, not only 
on the days of the Solemnity, (as with us) but tor ſix or ſe- 
ven days after: and that at theſe Feaſts, not only all their 
Relations, Neighbours and Acquaintance were invited, 
but it was well taken it any others (tho' not invited) 
would come to partake of the Entertainment, and bear 
a ſhare in the Joy of the Occaſion : A Cuſtom which 
to this day prevails among Us too, in ſome of the woſt - 
remote parts ot our Country. And as to this Mar- 
riage, though the Evangeliſt's words are rendered 
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(a) The third day there was a Marriage, &c. yet they 
may be as well tranſlated thus, ( On the third day a 
8 Alarriage Feaſt was celebrated, &c. Some think {and not 
without appearance of Reaſon) that by the third day is 
0 meant the Third day of the Marriage-Feaſt; and wie- 
: ther that Iaterpretat ion be allow'd or not, yet ſince it 
ns ſo well known that the Fews feaſted ſeven days on 
4 ſuch occaſions, and ſince it is not ſaid on what Day 
e 

4 


this Miracle was wrought, we are at Liberty to ſu 
poſe that it might as well have been on the Third day 
| after the Marriage as on any other. Fe 
is That there were great Numbers preſent at it, may 
en be gacher d from there being a Governour of the Feaſt ap- 
r- pointed for this occaſion ; and it is probable that many 
more than were expected came there on that day, per- 
haps to ſee 7eſus and 8 of whom they had 
heard much Talk; on this account, or becauſe on the 
preceeding days the Bride and Bridegroom had enter- 
tained more Gueſts than they had looked and provid- 
ed for, the Wine might fall ſhort, which they had laid 
up for the whole ſeven days Feaſting: Allowing then 


| that the Quantity of Wine which Jeſus made at this 
this {caſt was as Large as our Tranſlation repreſents it, yet 


hy ſhould not Mr. V. ſuppoſe (what is very Proba- + 
ble) that the Wine thus Miraculouſly produc'd was 


wiſh Neſign'd not only to ſupply the want of that day, but 
only t the ſucceeding ones, till the whole time of Feaſting 
xr ſe- NVas ended? Ill nature always makes the Worſt of e- 
their ery thing; but an unprejudic'd man may (upon this 
ited, Neaſonable r . believe that there might be no 
ited) xceſs countenanc d or practis'd, tho* the Supply of 
bear Vine was ſo Plentiful. 


But what if our Tranſlation ſhould not be ſo Accu- 
woſt te here as in other Places? What it the fix Waterpots 
Mar- id not hold ſo much as two or three Firkins apiece ? 
dered 2 | | | 


(a) 15 Fpips Th vir 74 Were, &c. 7 
—— A) So che Hriac renders it in this place, and Grotius proves 
-breus. at you has this Signification in ſeveral places of the Sacred 


) The ripture. See his Note on Matt. xxii. 2. 


4 


D 2 1 


28 The Manet of 
Nr. . himſelf ſays, p. 26. that if he had been — 
tor, they ſhould not have held abo e two or three pints a- 
piece, which meaſure is as agreeable to the Original as Fir- 
kin. If fo, why is the Miracle to be flouted at? and 
why ſhould not he content himſelf to raiſe an Outcry 
againſt the Tranflation ? He might have known that 
the Learned of all Com munions have of late looked 
more nicely into the prgw7"6 or meaſure here - oh, 
and have brought it much lower than a Firtin: 
LXX Tranſlators in 2 Chron: iv. 5. uſe the word 2 
| vz for the Bath of the Jeus, aud Calmet i in his Diſjer- 
zation on the Antiquity of Money, makes the Bath to con- 
tain leis than 30 fe ench Pints, 4. e. leſs than fix Gallons 
of our Engliſh Meaſure : Lami ſets it ſtill lower, and 
makes it hold very little more than twenty French 
Pints, which brings the meaſure down to leſs than four 
Gallons : Le Clerc, with others mentioned by Calmet, 
ſays that the wereyrhs held about twenty Ge French 
pounds of Water which tall ſhort ot three Gallons of 
our meaſure : And the Learned Biſhop Cumberland 
(whoſe Accuracy in this part of Knowleage is al- 
low'd by all) proyes that moſt probably the herr of 
Syria is meant here, and That he computes to have 
held leſs than one Engliſh Gallon; and according to 
this Reckoning the whole ſix Waterpots might not con- 
tain more than n fourteen or Pk, Gallons of 
Engliſh Meaſure ; uantity not very Large, it we 
allow (as we NN that there were great Numbers 
preſent at the Feaſt; or that, what was not then drank, 
might be a ſcalonable Supply for what would be want- 
ing at the Feaſt of the enſuing days. 7 
When the Learned, tho diftering in their Opini- * 
ons, do yet all agree to fix the Quantity lower than al 
Firk/n, and ſome of them ſo very much below it, as 
we have ſeen; is it Fair and Ingenuous in Mr. IF. to 
take occaſion from an Errour of the Tranſlation to ſet 
the whole Letter of the Miracle at Defiance 2 ſince he 
himſelt knew (as he ſays) how to rectifie the Tranſla- 
tion by — Pints i the Firkins 2 1 — 
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| tity were allowed to be as large as the 
"Tranſlation makes it, he knows that to provide Plent 


is not to encourage Exceſs; what was more than ſuf- 
fic d, might be laid up for other opportunities: And 
he may as well charge God with promoting Drunken- 
neſs, when ever he bleſſed the Vineyards of the Fews 

Vith any Extraordinary Inereaſe. | 


Upon the whole then, it appears that what Mr. V. 
ſays p. 24 that when Jeſus turn'd the Water into 
Wine. the Company were already drunk, and what his 
Rabbi ſays in his 9 ſtrain, p. 3 1. that they were 
more than half ſeas over, are Fictions of their Own; 


and ſince it may be fairly preſum d, and is by Mr. V. 


own d, that the Quantity of Wine then Created, was 
not ſo Large as our Tranſlation repreſents it; and 


ſince (if it was ſo Large) it is probable that it was 


intended for a ſeaſonable Supply upon the remainder of 
the ſeven days Feaſting, I conclude, that neither the 
Wit of Mr. W. nor (what he has a greater Share of) 


his Malice can make this Circumſtance any Good Ar- 


gument againſt the Letrer of the Miracle. 20 

3. $. There remains now only one more Object ion 
to it, which is what Jeſus reply'd to his Mother when 
ſhe ſaid They have no Wine; to which he anſwer' d, Wo- 
man, what haue I to do with thee ? ver. 4. From which 
his captious Rabbi very boldly concludes, that Jeſus 
himſelf was a little in for it, or he had never ſpoke [0 
waſpilhly and ſnappiſhly to his Mother. p. 32. Whatever 
a common Reader may think of the words which our 
Saviour uſed towards her; yet a man of Learning 
might, and ſhould know that vu, which we render 


- Homan, was no "Title of Diſreſpect or Indifterence, as 


it ſeems to be in our Tranſlation. For there was a 


time when Jeſus call'd his Mother by this Appellati- 


on, and yet was certainly neither Snappiſb nor Waſpiſh 
towards her; for when he was hanging on the Croſs, 
and recommending both his Mother to the Care of his 
beloved Apoſtle, and that Apoſtle to the Affection of 


his Mother, he ſaid, Fobn xix. 26. (a) Woman, 9 
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of Reſpe& is intended; of which many Inſtances 
might be given; particularly we find the polite (5) X- 
nopbon putting this word into the mouth of one of the 


Perſian Chiets, when he was addreſſing himſelf to a 


Captive Lady of the higheſt Quality, and comforting 


her under her unfortunate Circumſtances. The Ex- 


preſſion is ſo common in this Senſe that ſhall offer no 
more Inſtances of it; but paſs on to the remainder of 
Feſus's Anſwer, What have I to do with Thee ? Theſe 


Words are generally underſtood as a Rebuke to her, and 
fo they may be without giving room ior any Obje&ion 


againſt the Letter of the Story, much more for the 
Concluſion which Mr. s Friend has drawn from it: 
For it is probable that ſhe was deſirous to ſee him 
work a Miracle, and that a little Vanity prompted her 
to this Deſire; and was it an unſuitable Rebuke, to 


tell her (for the words import no more) that in the bu- 
ſineſs of manifeſting his Glory by Miracles ſhe was to 
leave him to do what he thought proper? This very 


Phraſe is ſometimes us d in the Scriptures, where no- 


thing of Anger is conceiv'd, where only ſome diſlike 
is expreſs'd, and a gentle Check or Rebuke is given; : 


for can we ſuppoſe that David, when (2 Sam. xvi. 10 
he ſaid What have Ito do with you, ye Sons of Zeruiah £ 
was Angry or 1 with Abiſbai for propoſing to 
kill Simei who had curs'd him, when Abiſhai ſtuck 


by him ſo faithfully in that great Defe&ion, and meant 
What he propos'd out of a Friendly affection to Da- 

wid ? It was a Rebuke, it is true, and fo was This 
- which Jeſus reply d to his Mother: But it was a juſti- 
fiable one; for whatever Obedience he owed to her ag 
2 Yon, he ow'd none to her as a Prophet and Worker 


(6) Thru, Nn fg rr — 
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thy Son. The word yw# was an honourable Title, and 
often us d by the beſt Writers when the higheſt mark 
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ions, which Mr. V. has thrown out againſt the Mi- 
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of Miracles: In this Capacity he was the Sn of God 
only, there was no Relation between Him and the 
Virgin Mary; therefore in what ſhe meant by ſaying 
They haue uo Wine, ſhe exceeded her Authority, and 


vas juſtly reprov'd tor it. But is this of Weight to 


overthrow a Miracle? All the other Objections I have 
ſhewn to be Falſe and Ill-grounded: this is the only 
one that has any Truth in it, and I will venture to 
leave it to the Judgment of any Impartial man, whe- ._ 
ther the ſingle Circumſtance of our Saviout's rebuking - 
his Mother in ſuch a Caſe is ſufficient to call in Que- 
ſtion the Reality of a Miracle ſo particularly and fo 
plainly related by the Evangeliſt. | 

I have now finiſhed what I intended to ſay in vin- 
dication of theſe two Miracles of Feſus, his cauſing 
the Barren Fig-tree to wither, and his turning the Wa- 
ter into Vine; and I aſſure the Reader that the ſame 
Ignorance and Diſhoneſty furniſhes Mr. M. with his 
Objections againſt the reſt of the Miracles : But, be- 
fore I conclude, I muſt again take Notice (as I have 
frequently done) that having in my Firſt Part eſta- 
bliſhed the Reſurre&ion of Feſus beyond all Doubr and 


Contradiction, I have laid a ſure Foundation for the 


Credit of all the Miracles which the Evangeliſts have 
aſcribed to him: Allow but That to have been a Real 


Jone, and you muſt allow all the reſt which are reported 


by the ſame Authors, It is not enough to pick here 
and there a Hole in their Relation, and ſet up a 
few Objections againſt them, which the more Igno- 


Inant a man is, the more plentifully he may be furniſh- 


ed with: Nothing leſs than the ſhewing that ſome 
Part of the Literal mor is abſolutely Impoffible to 
have happen d, or that ſomething which Jeſus is ſaid 


Ito have done is Abſolutely Inconſiſtent with the Di- 

Jrine Perfections, I ſay nothing leſs than This ean make 
- Þ Reaſonable man Disblieve, and even Then his Diſ- 
 Jbelicf will * farther than to the Circumſtance 


rhich has Weight lying on it. But the Objec- - 
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racles that have been conſider d, and which may be fup- 
poſed to be the Beſt that his Party could furniſh him 
with are ſo Weak and Feeble, that while He and 
_ They are giving up their Character as Chriſtians, they 
are forfeicing it too as Scholars: even an Adverſary 
would ſee with Pity the Advances they have made in 
Dulneſs; they are vel Priamo miſeranda manus: at 
leaſt they would be ſo, if Ignorance was their only 
Fault; but it has appeared to the Reader in many In- 
ſtances how little Regard the Author of thoſe Diſcourſes 
pays to Truth, how little even to the Certainty of be- 
ing Detected in Falſehoods: And when men have ſo 
Proteſſ dly (as it were) leap'd over the Bonds of Com- 
mon Honeſty, when they not only venture to be thus 
Immoral, but are come to deſpiſe the Shame of it, ſhall 
ſuch as theſe ſet up for our Directors in Religion? Shall 
ſuch as Theſe have any Influence on our Faith, who 
neither Believe nor are to be Believed ? who when they 
ſtripp'd their own' Religion of Faith, tore off ſo muc 
of Morality with it ; who with all the Arrs and Cheats 
of Impoſtors carry on their attacks againſt Chriſtianity 
ac a Cheat and Impoſture, thereby Practiſing what they 
Write againſt, and * the very Chara er which 
they would fix upon the Apoſtles? Whoever they be that 
have been ſo carried away with the Bewitching Pleaſure 
Ol Novelty as to be fond of ſuch Writings, their Reco- 
very is very difficult, if the Excellent and truly Paſtorab 
Letter of the Lord Biſhop of London has not yet brought 
them back to a ſerious Conſideration ; They may have 
been miſled, but they have no Excuſe for continuing in 
their Error; for nothing but the Badneſs of the Cauſe can 
excecd the Badneis of the Methods it is ſupported with. 
And the Writings of ſuck Infidels are as Weak, as they 
are Diſhoneſt; they are an Inſult upon the Common 
Senſe ol Mankind, and every Reader muſt have the 
loweſt Opinion of ſuch Diſcourſes, as ſuppoſe eit het 
that they ſhall find men Fools, or that they ſhall mals 


them fo. Mo | 
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